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PROCEEDINGS

of
SEVENTY-FOURTH ANNUAL MEETING
of
NORTH DAKOTA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

Fargo Holiday Inn
Fargo, North Dakota
June 20-21, 1974
(The general assembly of the Seventy-Fourth Annual Meeting of the State Bar Association of North Dakota
was called to order at 9:50 A. M., Thursday, June 20, 1974, by President Alan B. Warcup, in Parlor A of the Fargo
Holiday Inn, Fargo. North Dakota, as follows:)
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
We will call to order the general assembly of the annual State Bar meeting of the State of North Dakota which
is now in session. This is the Seventy-Fourth Annual Meeting.
At this time I would call on Reverend Maurice Mueller of the Nativity Catholic Church of Fargo to give the
invocation.
(The invocation was given by Reverend Maurice Mueller, Nativity Catholic Church, Fargo, North Dakota.)
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Thank you, Reverend Mueller.
Iam told that thecommunity of Petersburg. North Dakota. has produced more Mayors of North Dakota cities
than any other city in the slate. When Richard Hentges took time out from his pharmaceutical sales job to become
a State Legislator, I'm sure he didn't realize that he would become the Mayor of Fargo, nor did he realize that in
becoming Mayor he would command national media attention.
Mr. Hentges is a family man with a wife and three children. He is associated with the Reed Investment
Corporation of Fargo, which is in the real estate development business. Iam pleased to introduce this morning a
Grand Forks boy who came down to see if he could help out Fargo, the brand new Mayor of Fargo. the Honorable
Richard A. Hentges.
MAYOR RICHARD A. HENTGES:
Thank you President Al.
Well, it was discovered immediately this morning thatI did spend some time in Grand Forks, As a matter of
fact, it was in this building early in the morning after the election I had a phone call from Bismarck, some of you
may know this man, who was alsoat Grand Forks at one time, John Von Rueden. He had togo through about ten
people before he could talk to the Mayor. Finally when we got together he said, "God, it's justgreat, Dick. But
what are they going todo over there when they find out they have elected a Grand Forks boy Mayor of Fargo?"
I hadn't even thought about it. Iwas born in Petersburg, did spend a little time in Grand Forks being educated
so that I could come to Fargo. And I've lived here for sixteen years. And part of the response that I am going to
make this morning-incase Iforget tosay, "Welcome to Fargo," please, you are very welcome and very happy to
have you here. But part of the response that I wanted to make this morning was that when Al mentior.ed about
being in the pharmaceutical business, which I was for eight years, and traveled all of North Dakota, some of you I
did go to school with, others I met in my travels throughout the state. And I have been in the Legislature for six
years and met many of you there. And wherever I went I was made to feel so much at home everywhere in North
Dakota. I still feel at home wherever I go. And it's the kind of thing that I hope to bring to Fargo. So that whenever
you are here that you feel-you'll feela home, you will feel that you have a fi'iend here. And that any lime any one
of us can do anything for any of you, I hope you will ask. I want tosay thanks again forchoosing Fargo for your
State Convention. I wishyouall thesuccess. And thanks againfor having me before you.Good day,
PRESIDENT-ELECT KIRBY:
I happened tobe at Minot last week, and I'm amazed at the expertise that these Mayors have developed in
welcoming visiting professional men of various categories. Mayor Hentges, I must say that we have been coming
to Fargo for Bar Association meetings for many years, and this is the first time within my recollection where
the welcome was given by someone whose initialletterof his last name didn't begin with "L". You've moved up a
little bit here. And I think also that he's had plenty of training this past couple of weeks. I understand the Elks
were here, the Legionnaires were here, the 40 & 8 were here, and you can see the polish he's developed. We are
very happy tobe in Fargo. We think your Bar Association here are excellent ambassadors for the city of Fargo.
Again, we're very pleased tobehere for this session. Thank you.
Your programs there indicate that your President is to give his report on his activities for the past year. We
were able to observe his energies and the work that has been done on behalf of the Bar Association. Without further
introduction. I give you your President, Alan Warcup.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Thank you. It's my duty at this time toaddress you, members of the Bar. I will make it as brief as possible and
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try to hit some of t he highlights of the things we have hoped to accomplish in the past year.
One of the things that we did that I think worked out very well was the establishment of the Law Center. The
Law Center itself a t the present time is concerned only with continuing legal education programs. Hopefully in the
future it will expand into other areas. But for the moment, atleast, we are concentrating our efforts on CLE. And
the results of those efforts were the Comparative Negligence Seminar last fall in Grand Forks at the University
and the Uniform Probate Code Seminar in Bismarck during the winter. Those two seminars, I think, were the
largest ever held by the Bar Association. And I really have to thank the people at the University, Professor Bruce
Bohlman, and the CLE Committee for working so hard on those things and really making them the success that
they were.
If you have looked at the little booklet that came out. you will notice on the last pages the financial statement of
the Bar Association. Norlyn Schulz, of course, will be telling you as our Secretary-Treasurer a little more about
that later this morning. However, you should note that the Clients Security Fund is now paid to its limit of $20,000,
one of the things wedid during the year. We received an insurance dividend that's higher than it ever has been in
the past that helped our financial condition. We received quite a li tile more in interest income during the past year,
which also helped our financial position. And the interest income was largely because of the fact that we kept a
checking account, or I should say Bob kept a checking account, at a practically minimum balance during the year
and invested in treasury bills and things of that nature to help our cash position. The balance of cash that's I
believe on the bottom line of the statement includes, of course, the $20.000 Security Fund which has not been
segregated for the purpose of this statement. If you sublract the $20.000 from the las figure you will end up with
approximately our coming year's budget, which Ward will be talking to you and expanding upon also later this
morning.
During the course of the year I also had some talks and some correspondence with the Governor's office in
connection with appointments, in particular, of course, Judicial appointments. In fact, on May aid of this year I
wrote the Governor. And I expect maybe thebest way tocover that situa tion is to read what I wrote to him.
"Dear Governor Link: It has been brought to my attention that within the next few months a number of
Judicial vacancies will probably occur which will necessitate appointments by your office. The importance and
seriousness you place on the making of these appointments is recognized and appreciated. And while we realize
that such appointments are solely your prerogative, we, of the State Bar Association of North Dakota. feel we can
he of some service toyou in the making of these appointments. We take this opportunity to offerour services.
"It is suggested that the State Bar Association participate in the selection of Judges by conducting a plebiscite
on a list of candidates furnished by your office. Although the ultimate selection will be yours, it is felt that the
evaluation of members of the Bar would be of great assistance to you in assuring that the best interests of the
citizens of the State are being served.
"In order to avoid the possibility of a popularity contest, it is suggested that the candidates be rated by the
following questions:
"(No. t) Is hea man of good character andintegrity? With a 'yes' or 'no' answer.
"( No.2) Does hepossess a proper judicial temperament and demeanor? Witha 'yes' or 'no' answer.
)No.3
Does he have adequate knowledge of substantive law and procedure? Witha 'yes' or 'no' answer.
"And (No. 4) In general how would you rate him for the office of (and in this instance we used Justice of the
Supreme Court?) And there were three ratings under that category: Highly qualified, qualified or not qualified.
"This suggestion, of course, is not the only arrangement which would be workable. However, in view of the
time element it may be the most practical for the present, at least. It is expected that experience with whatever
method is chosen might later dictate some changes.
"Your careful consideration to the abovesuggestion will be appreciated. And I will look forward to having the
benefit of your thoughts and recommendations."
I then received a reply approximately a week later from the Governor's office where he thanked me for my
letter of May 2nd and the "offer of the State Bar Association to participa te in the selection of Judges by conducting
a plebiscite on a list of candidates furnished by my office-the Governor's. In other words you will be pleased
to note that I feel there is considerable meritin the method you suggest inyour letter. In fact, this is essentially the
method that I pursued in the appointments that I have made thus far, although perhaps on a somewhat restricted
basis in that it did not include the Bar Association, as such. I polled a cross section of persons in the legal
profession as to the qualifications of the candidates I had in mind. While I have not yet made a decision as to the
method I will pursue in forthcoming appointments, be assured that your interest and the offer of assistance is
deeply appreciated and will be given due consideration."
Shortly after that, again I guess via grapevine process, I heard that the Governor was interested in receiving
some names from the Bar Association. It was not in the nature of a formal plebiscite, it was not to be any nominees
or anything of that nature. And after some considerable thought and discussion, we come to the conclusion that
possibly a committee of past Presidents would be as good a way as any of getting a list of names to the Governor.
So with that idea in mind I appointed Frank Jestrab of Williston as the Chairman. The other members of the
committee included Pat Conmy, Tom Degnan, Ted Kellogg, Dick McGee, Jerry Nilles and Herman Weiss. Those
people then did some telephoning and so forth, talked to some people, and wrote a letter to the Governor at my
request. That letter was written by Frank Jestrab, and it said:
"Dear Governor Link: The President of the State Bar Association of North Dakota appointed a committee
composed of past Presidents of the State Bar Association to submit toyou a list of persons who in our opinion are
qualified for the office of Supreme Court Justice. We also understand that each person on the list would accept this
office if the same were offered to him by youas the appointing authority. This list includes the name of the current
President of the Bar Association, and it is for this reason that tam communicating with you directly.
"You will note that also the list does not include any of the names of-persons who have annouced that they are
candidates for election to a position on the Supreme Court. We thought at this time it would be more simple if we
avoided such an endorsement."
Then he enclosed the list which included, among other persons, J. Philip Johnson of Fargo.
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Just before I came in this morning I received a call from the Governor's office, from Kathy Satrom in the
Governor's office, who advised me that J. Philip Johnson was appointed by the Governor this morning at a press
conference, or the appointment was announced at 9:00 o'clock this morning. So Mr. Johnson is our new Supreme
Court Justice for the moment.
Turning from that. I guess, next to the - before we.leave that, I suppose I should mention I was hopeful of the
Governor cooperating with us to the extent of a complete plebiscite. We did not or were not able to achieve that.
And maybe we didn't getas much as we hoped. But we have a beginning, at least. I think, as far as the Governor is
concerned. And I would hope that we could build on that in the future and participate to a greater extent in these
appointments. I really think that the lawyers of the state owe that duty to the Bar and to themselves to participate
in the selection of Judges.
Also during the year some correspondence was directed to the State Bar office and to the Chief Justice concorning a case where at least on two occasions an attorney did not show up for a hearing where there were several
witnesses called. I think eight or something like that, and parties were present and the lawyer did not come. This,
it seems to me, is nothing more than plain discourtesy. And while the incident itself is probably not particularly
noteworthy. I think that members of the Bar are having enough problems without adding to it the common
discourtesy in a situation like that. We don't need any additional areas of controversy. And courtesy is the tyoe of
and I think we should all extend to the members of the Bench and Bar. The
thing that we should all be aware of,
courtesy itself is an obliga ion that each of us as members of the Bar must share.
Speaking of obligations, I think we all as lawyers have certain other obvious obligations. As we have just
talked about, you know that there are three chairs open on the Supreme Court, or t here will be I hree chairs up for
election on the Supreme Court this fall. It's my feeling that lawyers owe a duty to the public, to the Bar, to themselves, and to theBench to make known their preferences. And (his is somewhat in line with this plebiscite idea
that we've been lalkingabout before. And while I realize it's sometimes difficult, especially in a local situation, to
come outandaclively support someone, I think lawyersshould do that.
I think
lawyers should place themselves in
a position and in the- tomaybe their sometimes detriment. But they should come outand say to he public who
they think the qualified person is.
Iwould like personally tosee the State Bar Association take a more active role in these matters and eventually I
would like to see the State Bar Association actively endorse candidates for Judicial office. That is another area
that we haven't yet arrived al.I would hope that that type of thing could be done by way of plebiscite to determine
who the Bar as a group would like to see endorsed for a particular office: whether it's a Justice of the Supreme
Court. a District Judge, County Judge, whatever office he might be running for. After the plebiscite has been
conducted, I would then like to see the State Bar Association, which becomes a little more impersonal, I suppose.
insofar as local politics are concerned, make endorsements, actually come out and endorse and work for particular candidates for office. I think we owe that to the public. I think we owe that to the Bar, and I think we owe
ihat
to ourselves. And until wecan obtain a belter method of selection than by election, I think it's the duly of the
Bar to actively participate in the election of Judicial candidates.
To continue with the next order of business, I would at this time request a motion that the rules be suspended
and that the minutes of the last Annual Meeting not be read, but that they be accepted as published in Volume 50,
No. 1.Fall 1973 issue of the North Dakota Law Review. Do I hear such a motion?
MR. LOWELL A. O'GRADY:
I so move.
MR. PAUL G. KLOSTER:
Second.
Is there any discussion on that motion? Seeing none. all in favorsay, "Aye." Opposed? Motion is carried.
I would also request a motion that the rules be suspended and that Committee and Section reports not
requiring positive action from the floor may be accepted and adopted without formal motion from the floor upon
the filing of the report with either the President or the Executive Director. May I hear such a motion on that?
MR. PATRICK A. CONMY:
I so move.
MR. MICHAEL R. McINTEE:
Second.
Is there any discussion on that motion? Seeing none, all in favor say, "Aye." Opposed? That motion is carried
We must at this time appoint a Resolutions Committee. I would at this time ask Byron Edwards to act as
Chairman of that committee, and also appoint Dean Robert Rushing and Ray Mclntee as the other members.
Byron. as the Chairman of the Resolutions Committee, do you have any further resolutions or have you had
any further resolutions submitted to you? Could you maybe come forward and list the ones you have and call for
any further?
MR. BYRON L. EDWARDS:
Mr. President, Members: The Resolutions Committee has in its possession the resolution on specialization
from your Committee. And this is included in your registration packet. This resolution is six pages in length. And
rather than labor through the reading of this resolution word by word, unless I hear to the contrary, we would
consider this presented and presented to the membership on the basis of your registration. This. I believe, is a
resolution that is a holdover from the last Annual Meeting.
We further have a resolution presen ted by the Judicial Selection Committee.
"RESOLVED. That Article VIII. Section 4 of the By-Laws of the State Bar Association of North Dakota,
dealing with the Committee on Judicial Selection, be rescinded and the following adopted in place thereof:
"Section 4. Judicial Selection and Tenure: It shall be the duty of this committee to conduct, in the manner
prescribed by the Executive Committee, plebiscites of members of the Association for recommendation to the
Governor of this state soas to assist the Governor in filling vacancies in the Judiciary in State Courts. The Committee shall alsoconduct continuing studies looking toward Judicial improvement, procedures for discipline of the
Judiciary. and methods of selection of Judges."
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We have a resolution submitted by the Williams County Bar Association. This resolution:
"WHEREAS, no federal estate tax is due on estates with avalue under $60.000 rind
"WHEREAS, a large proportion of the estates probated in North Dakota are less than $60,000 in value, and
"WHEREAS. probate procedures could be shortened and iheperiod oflime required fir probaling estales
could be greatly shortened if eslate lax returns were notrequired in estates under $60.000 in value. and
"WHEREAS. [here is considerable congestion inthe office of the State Tax Commissioner in theEstate Tax
Division due ina great deal to the great number of small returns required to be examined and
"WHEREAS, the tax revenue from these small estates is not needed by the State of North Dakota as a huge
surplus exists and theamount of revenue received from these small estates is rather nominal, and
"WHEREAS, the attorneys in the State of North Dakota receive considerable criticism for delays caused by
the requirement of having to file returns in small estate.
"NOWTHEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the State Executive Committee work for legislation oraise the
North Dakota State Estate Tax exemption to $60,000 to coincide with the Federal Estate Tax exemption, and
"BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that legislation be enacted authorizing the County Judge to issue a decree of
distribution in estates under $60.000 witnout tierequirement (l an estate tax determination."
This was duly passed by the Williams County Bar on February 7th. 1974,and is presented in the form of this
resolution.
Mr. President. these are the three resolutions which the Committee has at this time and upon which the
Committee will meet and considerand return to this meeting with its action on the resolutions.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Are there any further resolutions to be presented to that Committee this morning? Under our rules, we will
refer those matters to the Resolutions Committeeand they will he brought up again tomorrow afternoon after oneday delay I believe our By-Laws call for.
Ialso need a Parliamentarian this morning. And without prior consultat(ion I will ask if Dan Chapman would
serve as Parliamentarian. Would you do that for me?
MR. DANIEL J. CHAPMAN:
Yes.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Thank you. At this time I would call for Norlyn Schulz for our Treasurer's Report.
SECRETARY-TREASURER NORLYN E. SCHULZ:
Thank you.
My report was very short to start with. And Alcut intoa good chunk of it.so it's going tobe even shorter.
Probably, if you'd like to follow along.1 am basically going to go over the report as is shown on the last page of
the President's Annual Report.
1973, with funds of approximately $80,020. This consisted of your General
We began our fiscal year on July 31,
Account. Certificates of Deposit. and also included your Clients Security Fund. The Clients Security Fund. as Mr.
Warcup had stated, after that plan was $13,224.23.
During the fiscal year of July 1,1973.to present, our receipts have been $89,251.60. Our disbursements. I am
feel free to raise any questions on
Ifany of you have any questions later,
notgoing togo through these individually.
it. But the disbursements through May 31st were $55,599.96.
We,at present, or on May 31st. have a General Account Balance of $36,000. which now I understand has been
reduced. We did purchase some additional Treasury Bills with those funds. The Certificates of Deposit on that
today was $57.318. And the Clients Security Fund was brought up to the - I guess the figures here do not represent
that it was brought up to the $20,000 level. But with the interest that's accrued on these savings certificates it's
going to be on the $20,000 level.
The total assets that we have, then, is $113,672.12. From that amount - we still have approximately another
month left in this fiscal period - we estimate that the disbursements for June of 1974will be approximately
which isgoing toleave us an ending balance as ofJune 30th, 1974. of approximately $103,672.12.
$10.000.
Now does anyone have any questions as to the receipts and disbursements and the Treasurer's Report? Thank
you.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Thank you, Norlyn.
Once again, I maybe should add that the balance we have on hand are the funds that we use for the coming
year. And Ward will be covering that a little later today.
The rules governing the introduction of new proposals require that new business be brought before the convention and then be given a 24-hour or one-day rest period between introduction and final action. I would entertain
at this time a motion toadopt this as a House Rule and remind you that if it's not brought up today it may not be
discussed tomorrow.May Ihave such a motion this morning?
MR.TIMOTHY Q. DAVIES:
Iso move.
MR.PAUL G. WOUTAT:
Second.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Isthere any discussion on that motion? Hearing none, all in favor? Opposed? It's carried.
Is there any new business at this time? Anything anyone wants brought up today for discussion tomorrow? For
anything to be discussed at this Annual Meeting should be brought up now so that we can have that discussed and
lay it over until tomorrow afternoon's session. Yes, sir. Would you give your name and town so the reporter can gel
it?
MR. LAWRENCE A. LeCLERC:
Larry LeClerc. Fargo.
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Prepaid Legal Services will have a proposal They are not ready at this particular time for the Assembly. But
we will be before noon.
It's our thought that itshould be proposed to the General Assembly.
MR. LEONARD H. BUCKLIN:
Mr. Chairman. the Procedure Committee has prepared certain amendments to the Rules of Civil Procedure
which we will be discussing whenever we have a short period for the report of the Procedure Committee. And in
connection with that, we may ask for approval of this Association in regard to submitting those Proposed Amendments to Rules of Civil Procedure. We may ask for the approval of this Association. We will have filed with Mr.
Schuller a copy of those Proposed Amendments to the Rules of Civil Procedure which we will be discussing at
some point during this convention.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Those proposed changes then would, I presume, take the form of an addendum to your report. your Committee
report or something of that nature?
MR. BUCKLIN:
That's correct. They areexhibits to our Committee report that has been filed.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
All right. Thank you, Leonard.
MR. HARRIS P. KENNER:
Harris Kenner from Minot. I happen to know that Wally Hankla is Chairman of an Estate Tax Subcommittee
that will be making recommendations on North Dakota EstateTax laws. but it would be allied with this Williams
County resolution. And I trust that he'll be checking his report in with Mr. Byron Edwards on the Resolution
Committee.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
I am advised that Byron has at least one more resolution to present.
MR. BYRON L. EDWARDS:
Mr. President and Members: Mr. Fred Saefke, as President of the Burleigh County Bar Association. has
presented a resolution which was adopted by the Burleigh County Baron June 13. 1974. and is now presented to this
Assembly.
"A RESOLUTION governing the use of the names of persons deceased or who have disassocia ted themselves
from the practice, in connection with the practiceof law.
"WHEREAS, the practice of law has been an honored profession throughout the ages: and,
"'WHEREAS, this honor has been maintained through the personal relationship established between lawyer
and client: and,
"WHEREAS, to maintain the honor and dignity of the personal relationship between lawyer and client, it is
necessary to guard against the use of names in association with this honorable profession with whom no personal
relationship is being maintained: and,
"WHEREAS, among some members of the Bar it is a practice to retain the use of the name of a deceased or
disassociated member of the firm for an indefinite period: and.
"WHEREAS, this practice gives the illusion that the deceased or disassociated member is engaging in the
active practice of law and givean incorrect impression to clients and members of the public: now, therefore.
"BE IT RESOLVED that the State Bar Association of North Dakota amend its Cannons of Ethics to prohibit
the use of names of persons deceased or who have disassociated themselves from the practice, in connection with
the practice of law, within one year after the death or disassociation of such person.
"BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that any professional corporation already established in which the name or
names of persons are hereinbeforeset forth are used be required toamend its Articles accordingly."
Mr. President. this resolution has been presented to the Committee and-willbe acted upon and reported upon
by the Committee.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Thank you, Byron. That resolution, along with the others, will be laid over until tomorrow and acted upon at
that time.
At this timewe will call for a Public Relations Report from our Executive Director Bob Schuller.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR ROBERT P. SCHULLER:
Thank you. President Warcup.
The Public Relations and Public Information Program of the Association this past year has been directed
toward identifying the lawyer as an individual. Inordertodothis, we directed ournewsreleases towarda positive
activity or positive activities of the members of the Bar.
Our clipping service furnished nearly 900stories of lawyers and their activities since the tst of July last year.
Some of these were originated by our Executive Office, many by the members of the Association themselves. I'd
say the majority of those stories came from the members of the Associa lion.
Now you may recall my suggesting this type of activity in the last Annual Meeting. And I am pleased that so
many of you did inform your local papers of your election to office in civic and religious organizations, your participation in community affairs and other such stories. Radio and television stations have been very generous, and
they have been very cooperative this past year with stories submitted from the Executive Office. Naturally, it's
difficult. I think impossible, todocument the usage and the coverage. But I know it's been very good.
During the year, we tried a personal approach program in which I made a presentation to civic and to
professional groups around the state. The message was or emphasized that although lawyers are not all good, all
knowing, all pure, and all perfect, the reverse is not true either. I made the presentation to seventeen different
groups in thirteen communities. And the reception was most courteous in every one of them.The comments were
positive. the news coverage, once again was generous.
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Several pamphlets were developed and distributed during the year which also directed our message that the
relationship between an individual and his lawyer was a personal and an important one. Pamphlets were
distributed to the State Boy Scout Council that had to do with the law as a career, to many service clubs tnat were
visited by myself, with the message being "You And Your Lawyer:" to the high school junior and senior a pamphlet entitled "You And The Law:" and a special pamphlet entitled "A Thing Called Public Relations" was
distributed to all members of the Association to remind you that the success of any public relations effort is
dependent upon the individual attorney.
The monthly newsletter has taken a bit of a different appearance in the past year. The final format change will
be what you receive in July. not in June. Which we hope to get out next week. That will be our Annual Meeting
resume. But in July. We'vebeen gratified by the number of favorable comments received on the changes that have
been made. And we feel sure we have reason to believe that "The Gavel" is being read, and even in some cases
being kept by members on file. In the interest of internal relations, we increased our distribution of "'The Gavel" to
include the senior law students this year. We felt that that would give them an introduction to the activities of the
Association. and perhaps increase their interest in Bar activities when they become members. We have received a
number of written comments, and also many oral comments, from the students themselves expressing their
gratitude for being included on that mailing list.
The Constitutional Key Award Program received the support and participation of 189schools this year. It is a
very high participation. Special thanks, of course, go to the attorneys whofound the time and the interest to make
personal presentations of these awards. And, once again, the press coverage was good. The interest of the school
administrators was high. And I think it's a very successful and an important public relations program.
We have twofilmstrip programs available to schools around the state: one is on the Constitution and the other
on the rights of the individual. They are very well done. They have been used in Grand Forks and in Fargo schools,
and although the availability was made known in the newsletter we have received very little interest in the use of
these filmstrips. Now the reports from the several schools that have used them were very good. And I'd like to
encourage all of you to try to arrange for these filmstrips to be used in your local schools. It provides a very easy
way to put on a program for young people, and it makes a pretty important - makes you a very important personality to the young people of your town.
In the next year we hope todevelop through the appropriate committees a new brochure program which would
describe the various services of lawyers: such brochures as "What Do Lawyers Charge? Do INeed A Will? Do I
Need A Lawyer When I Buy A Home?" This type of material, it's very important to have available in every law
office. and also available on request to groups who use them for discussion type programs. It's planned that a
regular series of newspaper columns dicussing the law will be provided the local newspapers to put the legal
profession in the public eyeas the medical profession has done so well these past few years. An excellent program
is available to us through the ABA. It's not expensive. And the Executive Committee has already voted toexpand
on this program as soon as we're able to do so. Whether we continue the personal appearance program has not
been decided. I frankly think that a new presentation can be developed. I've been invited to attend already four
service clubs this fall. A new presentation I think should be developed so that we can take on this year a more
specific message of the importance of seeking the services of an attorney for specific problems.
That, Mr.President, is your PR Report for the year.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Thank you, Bob.
I attended a number of the presentations that Bob made throughout the year at service clubs in different
towns. And Icanattest to thefact that they are excellent, and they were very well received.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Jack McDonald has been recently appointed Project Reporter of the Criminal Justice Study for this State and
will make. I believe,a reportat this time.
MR.JACK McDONALD:
We in North Dakota have just established what we are going to call the North Dakota Criminal Justice Commission. And I would like just for a few minutes to explain to you just what it is and what we're going to try to do.
About two years ago, in 1973. there was a national study conducted by the Justice Department which put forth
what they called the National Advisory Commission's recommendations and goals for the Criminal Justice
System. And this national study covered five basic areas: the areas of courts, the police, corrections, something
they call the criminal justicesystem, which included information gathering, data.statistics, this type of thing, and
something called community crime prevention. And they put forth some 300 goals and recommendations, standards which they hoped the states would meet in these different areas.
Now the North Dakota Law Enforcement Council has given the UND Law School a two-year grant coming
through the Justice Department to set up a North Dakota Crime Commission - North Dakota Crminal Justice
Commission. And what we will be doing in North Dakota is taking a look at the police, the courts, the corrections
system, the information-gathering system that the police use, and seeing how they compare to the national
standards, see what types of recommendations we want to make in North Dakota.
And the way the Commission is going to work, it is designed to have a 50-member citizen Commission. And the
50-member Commission will be named jointly by the Governor, the Attorney General, and the Chief Justice.
Now in the last month we've been soliciting names, nominations from different statewide associations and
from individuals for this Commission. Approximately July Ist
we'll present to the Governor, the Chief Justice and
the Attorney General approximately 200 names: among them will be three nominations from the State Bar
Association. From these 200 names those three officials will name a 50-member Commission. The 50-member
Commission will then divide itself up into five committees to study these five specific areas. Hopefully we will
have some legislative recommendations to make by the January 1975convening of the '75Legislature. and then we
will follow through with some implementation work and some recommendations for administrative changes.
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At the present lime the Criminal Justice Commission will be headquartered at the University of North Dakola
Law School. although it is not a Law School project per se. It will work throughout the whole state. This summer we
have twelve law students and four Law School faculty members which are beginning todo basic research in these
areas, We are contacting the police, we are contacting people dealing with the corrections system, with the
criminal justice system as a whole. We did want to explain to the attorneys in the state what we're going to be
doing, what we're going to try to be doing. We would like to encourage your support. Those of you who are State's
Attorneys, those of you who are City Attorneys. those of you who are Judges, or those of you who have particular
dealings with the courts and the police may well be called upon for information and for help as the study goes
along.
Our timetable is to form the Commission in July. and then to meet again in November to formulate recommendations for the January 1975Legislature. Then after the legislative session we will work on implementing
what laws we have changed. And then in many areas we are not dealing with law so much as we are dealing with
administrative rules and regulations and practices. We will also make recommendations in those areas for the
following year.
We envision that the Commission will be made up mostly of citizen members, although there will be several
attorneys, judges, police officials. correctionofficials on the Commission as a whole. As I said earlier. I have been
appointed Director of that. and our headquarters is in the UND Law School Building up in Grand Forks.
That is really basically what we had to say today. We want you to be aware that the Commission is beginning
to operate. We are going tobe holding meetings around the state in the next six months. And we would be asking
for the cooperation of the legal profession as much as possible. I would hope that if you are called upon. either
to appear beforea committee or to speak to some of the student researchers, that you'd help them out as much as
you can.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
At this time I would like the Prepaid Legal Services Committee to make a report. Larry LeClerc is the
Chairman.
MR. LAWRNECE A. LeCLERC:
Prepaid Legal Services Committee is a new committee of the BarAssociation. Thispast yearit wascomposed
of myself. Ray Walton and Mike Nilles. We held a number of informal conferences among ourselves, and a number
of conferences with the Executive Committee and the Executive Director.
One of the first things that we found out, that it was an extremely complex and a rapidly-developing area of
activity.And that thecommittee memberswere without the time and theknowledge tosift through the wealth of
materials on this subject. We did feel that prepaid legal services isa concept which has arrived and it will be here
whether we like it or not. We. therefore, approached the Executive Committee for an additional appropria lion of a
thousand dollars with which to hire a consultant to analyze the market potential, the activity potential, of a
number of groups in North Dakota. And we then retained, with the approval of the Executive Committee. Group 50
Legal Service Systems of Denver to do this work. Mr. Dennis Farnsworth of Group 50 Legal Services, our consultant, is here. He has submitted his report, which the Committee wholeheartedly endorses. And I will be turning
this mike over to him togiveyou a short explanation of what he has done in the past year. We will be submitting to
the General Assembly today a resolution calling for endorsement of a pilot program in prepaid legal services
supported by the Bar with the details to be worked out by the Executive Committee. And I guess with that I will
turn it over to Mr. Farnsworth.
Incidentally, copies of his report are available here on the front desk for anybody who wishes to look at them or
take them with them if you want to.
MR. DENNIS FARNSWORTH:
Ladies and Gentlemen: I'll try tobe brief on this thing.
Group 50 has been in this business of consulting and administering legal service programs for about three
years now, little over three years. We're employed in ten states. and in six of those states we are employed by the
State Bar Association. In other states we are employed by a labor union, in one case an insurance company, by a
University. and various things like that. I mention this only to say that we bring to this study that we've done for
the North Dakota Bar some background in what'sgoing on in other states.
Now a legal service program is. simply reduced to its simplest terms, a situation where a fund of money is
established on behalf of some group, and then that fund of money is subsequently used to pay the cost of legal
advice and representation to the individual members of that group for their personal problems. Now the idea has
existed actually sinceabout the turn of the century. And in Europe it's a standard way of life. It's an accepted way
in their society, although highly specialized. In this country it has not developed, but in the last ten years there
have been four Supreme Court - United States Supreme Court decisions wholeheartedly endorsing the concept.
And the American Bar has set up an experimental program in 1971after studying it since 1965.That program is
operational. And it is something that is positively on the national agenda at this point and time.
Now there are a number of basic issues that any sponsor group such as the North Dakota Bar has to rise to the
occasion and make a decision on. for example, the whole question of whether this should be considered as insurance or whether it should be considered as a self-insured approach or a trust funded approach or reinsured by
somebody. It boils down to the question of who really holds and controls the money? If the sponsor is the consumer
group. the consumer group would prefer to hold and control the money. There are some antitrust problems if the
Bar holds and controls the money.
Another basic issue is the question of open and closed panels. An open panel is where the member of the consumer group can go to any lawyer, free selection of his attorney: the closed panel is where there are some
restrictions on who - what attorney can be gone to or there might be only one or two attorneys that the group is
allowed to go to. These questions bring up - the solution to these basic issues set up a whole series of technical
aspects, maybe some twenty or twenty-five of them. I won't go into any detail on these things.
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But, for example. you decide that a Bar-sponsored program would hold the money, then you've got to take
precautions so that you won't be involved in any antitrust by fixing attorney fees. For example, if you held the
money, you automatically would have to go to a blanket coverage benefit plan as opposed to a fee for service
benefit plan. A fee for service is much like medical programs: so much for an appendectomy, so much for loss of a
finger, and things like that. The fee for service in the legal field would be so much for a will, so much for a trust
fund, and that kind of an approach.
The Justice Department is a little up -a littleconcerned that that is, in effect, setting a fee. And they have the
same approach to that as minimum fee schedules. Sosome of the decisions that you make on basic issues naturally
point the direction that the technical details have to be worked out.
Now over the past three months we have looked and talked in North Dakota with the Committee and with some
consumer groups. We are very happy to report that there is sufficient and real interest on the part of consumers in
North Dakota that we believe a pilot project could be started. The AF of L-CIO, the Credit Union movement, the
Law School Clinic at the University are just afew.
The regulatory environment in North Dakota also is very compatible with initiation of a program. There are
three insurance companies who have filed with the Insurance Commissioner and received approval to market
legal services as an insured item in North Dakota, however, Commissioner Wigen doesn't feel that this preempts a
consumer group or a Bar from starting a noninsurance entity or an insured entity as a legal service program. In
other words. his position is that it's still an open field and it is still a time period for experimenta lion. The National
Association of Insurance Commissioners have adopted a draft legislation that they were going to try to bring to
focus before December, so now is the appropriate time, I think, before Insurance Commissioners across the
various states arrive at hard and firm positions.
Now, there are only six states in the United States that require that these kinds of plans be registered. In every
state where it is a requirement, usually it gets lobe a requirement by being included in Bar integration rules, in
every one of those six states there are several, at least, programs going. In California, for example, there are over
200registered programs. Now some of these are not true prepaid programs, they are more like a retainer system.
But it indicates that somethingis going on inall the states where registration is required.
The American Bar Association predicts that there are now 100,000 people covered by prepaid group plans, and
the Insurance Commissioners estimate that within the next five years over 10 million people will be covered by
these kinds of plans. The American Bar has published data on 25 opera tional programs of significant size, that is
that are operational, in operation right now and where there are either several hundred or a couple thousand
people involved in them. And a new program is being added at least once a month.
Based on this kind of activity, and the fact that you have three insurance companies already approved in North
Dakota, and very definitely some action in the labor movement to bring about the legal services. I think the time is
entirely appropriate to now begin a pilot project.
The real question that the Bar has to decide is whether or not the Bar will have any input in how legal services
will be implemented within North Dakota. There's just no question that these programs will be developed over the
next yearand started: and, in fact, there is an effort toget a program going that weeven ran intohere this morning.
So we havea written report. And it is a little bit longer than I had hoped it would be, about 15pages. We invite
everybody to read it and consider it and be in touch with us. And we have recommended to the Committee !hat we
think that now is theappropriate time for theNorth Dakota Bar to get involved in this kind of program.
MR. JOHN MICHAEL NILLES:
I'm going to read the proposed resolution that the Com mi ttee would like this group tofavorably consider.
"RESOLVED, that the North Dakota Bar Association proceed to establish one or two pilot projects of prepaid
legal services in cooperation with one or moreconsumer groups. such as a labor union or credit union, on the open
a
panel plan."
Now any questions on what this resolution amounts to or what we're committing our self to? Also, any
questions or comments on the stuff our consultant presented toyou?
PRESIDENT-ELECT KIRBY:
What's the estimated cost for the Bar?
MR. NILLES:
We think this would cost us $5,000 or $6,000 to set up the pilot projects we're anticipating. Some of tie cosl of
establishing his type ofproject is borne by Iheconsumer group or is paid by the people whoactually sign up for tie
insurance program we're lalkingabout. But the best guess is aboul $5,000.
MR. SHELLEY J. LASHKOWITZ:
Are you recommending open or closed panels?
MR. NILLES:
We are recommending definitely the openpanel plan. Our reasoning there is this: the North Dakota lawyers in
private practice need the additional strength of being the ones who provide this service in addition to their regular
general practice. I think that's particularly true of North Dakota as contrasted with your larger population centers. I personally don't like the plans where they hire a lawyer on a full-time basis, the public has no choice. The
people whoare in that plan go tohat lawyer or they don't gel the legal services. Under Ihese plains tie people who
are covered select any lawyer they want to. And the bill is paid by the plan.
MR. JOHN HJELLUM:
What happens a year from now?
You have two projects now. Let's say that we wanted a dozen a year from now, would we multiply 5000 times 6?
MR. NILLES:
No, I don't thinkso. I don't think that theadditional planswould involve anywherenear the cost. It might not
involve any cost al all. The $5000 that we're talking about spending I think is to figure out what we are going to do
and how we are going to do it and proceed to do it. And once it's done I think it can multiply for free as far as the
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Bar Association is concerned.
MR. HJELLUM:
Who does pick up the bill then, John?
MR. NILLES:
I think it's paid by the consumer, you see. If I sign up for the plan I pay a premium. My premium carries the
plan and pays for the legal services. Is that right, Dennis?
MR. FARNSWORTH:
That's correct, Mike.
MR. JOHN A. ZUGER, JR.:
Has there been any change in the position of the Justice Department with regards to state-operated programs
since the Fourth Circuit case on the fees, minimum fee schedule?
MR. FARNSWORTH:
Was it antitrust?
MR. ZUGER:
You were talking about the position of the Justice Department as an antitrust viola tion to ha ve a program that
is controlled byItie Bar Association. My questionis now that the Fourth Circuit has decided Ihal an integrated Bar
as a stale agency is not subject to atil rust, has there been any change in ihe posit ion of the Just ice Depart ment ?
MR. FARNSWORTH:
Okay. The question is the Fourth Circuit here has taken the position that an integrated Bar is not subject to
antitrust?
Has that changed the Justice Department? The answer is no, definitely no. The Justice Department has taken
theOregon Barand one other Bar forget which it is right now -but have taken two Bars to task on minimum
fees. And they have been represented at each ABA meeting dealing with legal services. And they have come out
and published and testified in Congress that positively when the Bar controls the legal service plan, and when
there is a positive mention of a fee, whether it's minimum or maximum, that is a violation of the Sherman Act, So
they are really gearing up rather than backingoffat this point in time.
MR. RAYMOND R. RUND:
Who is todeterminewhat the fee is going to be?
MR.FARNSWORTH:
What we are recommending in the report is that the Bar seriously consider a blanket coverage approach to the
fee. In other words, instead of i ndentifying a particular fee for a category of just by limiting the general coverage.
like, in other words, saying $300 for any office work no matter what it is, or $1500 for defendant litigation regardless
of what the particular case will be rather than list fee for service, we would prefer -we would recommend that the
Bar stay away from any fee for service. So toanswer your question, we don't specify what the fee will be. We don't
try to control what the lawyer will charge.
MR. ALFRED C. SCHULTZ:
Mike, I think prepaid legal services are coming. But I'm really somewhat concerned about control of the
program. And this antitrust thing rather bothers me. If we adopt our resolution, and if we have a pilot program, is
it possible to set it upon a plan similar to Blue Shield, which the physicians have, doctors, so that we can avoid the
problems with the Antitrust Division of the Justice Department and still control the program?
MR. NILLES:
I think it's an excellent question. I think it can be done. I think it must be done. And I think that's the reason
why the Committee is active and offering thisresolution.
I'm convinced that prepaid legal services are here in North Dakota now. and will be here in a greater degree
tomorrow. And it's not a question of whether or not they'll be here or not, it's a question of whether the Bar
Association has any voice in it. And this anticipates we'll have as much voice as the law will allow.
MR. FARNSWORTH:
That's a very good answer, Mike.
Let me add one thing there. In New Mexico we are the consultant and the administrator for the New Mexico
plan. And we avoided antitrust down there by setting up a nonprofit corporation, but the Bar controlled it by dictating how that corporation would be set up. Now as part of that we ended up saying that only six members of the
13-man 13-person Board of Directors would be lawyers. The Board of Governors appoints those six persons.
and then a seventh person who is a nonlawyer. The other six people are elected by the consumer groups.
Therefore, we have got seven nonlawyers and six lawyers as the Board of Directors. Therefore, it's not controlled
by the Bar: but only the lawyer directors can make any judgments or decisions in things that affect the practice of
law. The only thing the nonlawyer directors can do is decide what happens if there's any surplus of funds. Of
course, the Bar doesn't want to get involved in that anyway, because tha t's where you get into antitrust.
So I'm saying there are ways to get around it and still allow the Bar's expression of things that relate to the
profession to come to the surface.
I might make one more example there, if I could just take a second. We talked originally to Arizona and New
Mexico at the same time. New Mexico decided to go ahead and start a program. They have now an operational
program: it is open panel, it meets the aspirations of the Bar. Twenty-two groups are now currently trying to
enroll in that program, asking to beenrolled in theprogram. Arizona did not set up a program. They have a closed
panel. And the Bar has had nothing to do withhow that program is set up.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Thank you, Mike and Dennis and Larry for all your hard work in the past year. This is fascinating proposition.
And, once again, with our rules I think we will lay this over until tomorrow afternoon for an expression from the
membership.
(Whereupon, the General Assembly was recessed at 11:35 o'clock A. M.)
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GENERAL ASSEMBLY
2:15 'c,,ck P. M.
Friday, .June 2l, 1974
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
We should call this Asembly to order.
The first order of business this afternoon I think we will call on Ward Kirby to report on our 1974-1975 budget.
Ward.
PRESIDENT-ELECT KIRBY:
The budget this year doesn't differ greatly in the arrangement of it from the budget which was adopted for last
year. The amended budget for 1973-74 ran to a total of $80,738. including amounts which had been used to bring the
client security fund up to the $20,000 minimum which had been set some time ago by action of the Association. This
was mentioned toyou and discussed by Norlyn Schulz yesterday.
The new budget which the Executive Committee has approved, first meeting at which it was discussed in
depth was at Williston in May. and we adopted some amendments to it at the Executive Committee meeting on
Wednesday of this week. This now totals $88,190. And the increases are due in large part to the following: It contains revisions to reflect an increase in the compensation and expenses of our Executive Director and some of the
committees and officers: it includes additional funds to meet increased costs of running our office at Bismarck.
including some provision for additional equipment and furnishings: - our space at Bismarck we think is now
adequate. If you haven't seen it why, of course, I'm sure the Executive Director would be happy to have you stop
and see his quarters. - it includes some additional moneys to meet the increased expenditures which we incur
when we have a legislative session. And, as you're aware, we are coming on the legislative session in January of
1975. That, as a matter of fact, was the reason for the most recent increases in the budget which we adopted on
Wednesday of this week.
Tom Kelsch. who has served very ably as our Chairman of the Legislal ive Committee, had request ed, and we
had previously discussed, the possibility of holding a meeting of all Committee Chairmen prior to the legislative
session this year. The budget therefore contains an item to finance such a meeting. We realize that we won't be
able to get all Committee Chairmen. but we're very hopeful that we'll be able to schedule a time when we can get
most of them. This meeting will probably be held in Bismarck in late September or early October. The exact lime
will be announced. We'll attempt to keep it to a reasonable length of lime and Iry to avoid hunting and other
football games and the like.
I have beenassured by our Executive Director, who has consulted, I'm sure, with our auditors, that the budget
which I am presenting now is well within our financial means and resources. You realize from the order of
business yesterday that there will be additional demands for funds which are not budgeted at the present time, and
which hopefully we will be able to meet if the Association authorizes and approves the activities that will require
these expenditures.
We also expect that there will be an overrun of funds from our last year's budget to the extent of approximately $10.000. This results from some budgeted items not being completely expended.
Mr. President, I move the approval of the 1974-75 budget in the amount of $88,190 as recommended by the
Executive Committee.
MR. LEONARD H. BUCKLIN:
Second.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Is there any discussion or any questions? Seeing none, all in favor say "Aye." Opposed? Carried. Budgei is
adopted.
For our next order of business, I would call on Leonard Bucklin as Chairman of the Procedures Committee to
inform the membership of the work of the Committee regarding the Rules of Evidence.
MR. LEONARD H. BUCKLIN:
I have one item of general information that I think you all would want to be generally aware of and then an
item which will need some affirmative action.
The matter of general information is sort of an update to you as to what has been done on the Proposed Rules of
Evidence or Cede of Evidence the ProcedureCommittee started work on in 1972. And at that time the general idea
was to see whether weshould have a Code of Evidence in the state. In 1973 we had progressed to the point where we
had as a working premise the idea that we should follow the general outline of the Proposed Federal Code of
'Evidence. At this time we havegone through the entire Proposed Federal Code of Evidence and have structured a
Code of Evidence for North Dakota. It is now embodied in a second working draft which is going to need considerably more work done on it. But we, at least, have got a "secondworking draft" at his stage.
Now when I referred to the "Proposed Federal Code of Evidence," I was referring to what the United States
Supreme Court had adopted. You may recall thatthe Federal Judiciary, through its Judicial Council had wanted a
Federal Code of Evidence. There was a great deal of work put into it by eminent scholars. They had a very fine
work product that took them ten years to get together. The Judicial Conference of the Federal Government approved it, it was approved by the United States Supreme Court, and then submitted to Congress. And in Congress
in two days of legislative hearings in the House of Representatives they chopped out whole parts of it, changed
whole parts of it. And if you read the hearings it looks very much like a typical legislative hearing trying to decide
what the Court's Rules of Evidence should he.
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According to Senator Burdick, who was on the Judiciary Committee, the Senate Judiciary Committee should
be holding hearings about now on that. And we will see what comes out of the Federal Government before we
proceed furtherand have recommendations to you. At the last session of Ihe Bar Association I had told you that
1974 we probablywould have some recommendations. We don't. And we're going to wait and see what the Federal
Government does. which may or may not be wise: Wisconsin, for example, has completely adopted a Code
modeled on the Proposed Federal Code of Evidence. So much for the general information.
Now, secondly, I have come to something which will need a resolution. And at the conclusion of my remarks
here I will move that this Assembly approve the submission to the Supreme Court of our state of certain Proposed
Amendments to the Rules of Civil Procedure. The Chairman informs me he would prefer to have the resolution be
moved at a later time, so I will just. then, explain to you what we are proposing. And I would suggest to you that as
far as the resolution goes, we are asking for general approval. There may be some people that have a comment
about one or two small items, but I think in general everyone will he agreed that these should be submitted. They
are not horribly controversial. Let me just go through the proposed changes.
In Rule 30 of our Rules of Civil Procedure it now provides, as do the Federal Rules. that a party in his Notice of
Taking Deposition can simply designate a corporation and designate the areas that the corporation is going to be
asked about, and then the corporation has the duty to furnish a witness who can testify about those sort of things.
After the Federal Government had that provision, they came to the same problem that we have had a couple of
instances in this state, or at least have been brought in to me, and that is exactly what do you put in your Subpoena
in that case when you'resubpoenaing say a bank that's a third party that has nothing whatsoever, I hey are a lille
at a loss when they see a subpoena toa bank to appear at such and such a place. They don't know what it's about.
what they are supposed t o do. So we would suggest an amendment I o t he exact same words t hat the Federal Rule
has been amended, which provides the wording that goes into the Subpoena and advises the third party as to what
they are supposed todowhen a corporation is designated generally as the subpoenaee. I guess, the person being
subpoenaed.
Rule 27, there is a technical change. There is a cross-reference that was overlooked in the last changes of the
Rules and simply a cross-reference change that should be changed from Rule 26(d) to Rule 32(a).
We are proposing then the District Court Code of Rules, which are different than the Civil Rules of Procedure,
the District Court Code of Rules, you may recall are the Code adopted by the District Court
Judges and is somewhat different than the Rules of Civil Proceaure. In the District Court Code of Rules there is a
requirement that transcripts in default matrimonial - divorce cases he obtained and filed. That was based upon a
statute which required a transcript to be made, typed up. Since the statute has been repealed we think the Rules
should likewise be repealed. We'd suggest its repeal.
And now I will come to something on which more time was spent by the Committee, and a great deal of
philosophical reasoning goes into it. In the District Court Code of Rules there is a provision about calendars. And
we have these changes to the District Court Code of Rules.
Rule 6. First of all, that the provisions which say anything filed within ten days of the term goes onto the
calendar should be changed to twenty days. Because the ten days is inconsistent with our Rules of Civil Procedure
which provides for twenty days.
Then there isa provision now in existence that makes it mandatory that there be a-generalcall of the calendar
in every court term one week before. We see no reason why it sould be mandatory, and suggest making it permissive so that it reads: "At the option of the Judge having charge of the term. there shall be a general call of the
calendar, etcetera." The general thinking there is if there is only two cases on the calendar, and the attorneys are
from Fargo and Dickinson. and theJudge is from Wahpeton, and the court calendar is going to be called in Linton.
it seems a little silly to require it. And to make it permissive would eliminate a lot of useless traveling in many
cases.
We now come to the matterof philosophy in that Rule. There is at the present time a Rule that no cause noticed
for trial shall be continued except upon the affidavit of party or attorney "without the consent of the parties." The
Committee suggests deletionof theexception "without the consent of the parties" so that in any case when there is
to be a continuance there must be an affidavit placed on the record as to why the continuance is sought. The
philosophy there is that it is the Court which has a responsibility as well as the parties to see that cases on the
calendar and at issue should bedisposed of, and that there should be something of record so that it can be publicly
identified as to why that case was not disposed of. There is a responsibility on the Court to see that the public interest and prompt disposition of cases is taken care of. And for that reason it is suggested that the exception for the
consent of theparties as towhenaffidavits need lobe filed should bedoneaway with.
There is an amendment suggested that provides that if there is a calendar call that is the time that motions for
additions to the calendar, subtractions from the calendar are to be made. And then it goes along with he change
which makes it permissive rather than mandatory that there be a calendar call for every term.
*We have suggested that Rule 40 there be an amendment to delete a phrase "as directed by the Court" as to
when cases get placed on the calendar so that it is clear that every case in which there is a Note of Issue filed it
must be placed upon the calendar even though the Court may not have directed it placed upon the calendar. And
the thinking there is, again, that if the case is a issue and a Note of Issue has been filed that it should be publicly
identified as such and ona calendar even thougha particular Court may not want it on a calendar.
There is a suggestion that the District Court Code of Rules be amended to delete the requirement that every
legal paper have a blue back on i t. There has beena survey taken, and it appears that there are some four Clerks of
Court that like blue backs or legal backs on original papers, the rest don't like them because it simply adds to
the paper in the file and the amount of filing space necessary. The Rules now provide that the Clerk must file
everything flat. And so we suggest deleting the provision of the Rule which says that "all pleadings and other instruments shall have a good and sufficient cover upon them which.shall indicate the title of the cause and the
character of the instrument so that the same may be identified without unfolding." We think, somewhat, they are
inconsistent and might as well do away with the extra paper, paperwork and amount of stapling of document to the
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document cover.
A number of suggestions were made to the Committee regarding Rule 4 which has to do with the service of
process. And we have some suggestions and amendments as to those. Many of these are simply grammatical
changes or changes which make clear the intent or make clear the grammar, such as changing to "which" and
that sort of thing. Until one comes to a provision as to when long arm service shall be made and how it is to be
made. And on the long arm portion of the Rules for service process outside the state service Rule sets out when
you may do this and what causes of action are involved and that sort of thing and goes on to say at one point service
upon any person subject to thepermanent jurisdiction of the Courts of this state "if they cannot with due diligence
be made personally within the state" can be made in the following manners outside the state. And it was never
the intention of the Committee that in order to obtain long arm service you had to first get a certificate of the
sheriff that the man couldn't be found in this state. Those words would suggest that before you can have a long arm
service you have to have due search within the state and some sort of affidavit are to be
deleted and taken out.
There is some renumbering of provisions and some addition of provisions which make the Rule a more complete Rule. For example, you will find that there is now a section about the content of an affidavit of mailing. There
is at the present time the provisions of the Ruleas to content of your ceritficate of service. To complete the Rule so
that the only place you have to look at for contents of affidavits regarding service, whether it's service by mail or
something, you can look to this Rule.
Now those are the general amendments which we are suggesting and which we will ask your approval for. And
at the time of resolutions we will then move a resolution that the Bar Association approve the submission of these
to the Supreme Court.
The Bar Association, as such, does not submit it. It is significant that the Bar Association thinks it is generally
good or generally bad. We have the formal petition to the Supreme Court available here which will be passed
among you. If you feel this should be submitted to the Supreme Court, please sign. Because we need five attorneys
from each Judicial District on the formal petition to the Supreme Court in order to comply with the statutes.
MR. MAURICE R. HUNKE:
You discussed both the bulk of the mailing work and the Affidavit of Mailing. Has your Committee studied the
propriety of changing instead of an Affidavitof Mailing to a mere Certificate at the end of the brief or pleading and
inwhat cases that would be appropriate to eliminate Affidavits of Mailing?
MR. BUCKLIN:
No. we haven't studied that. And I suppose that's the result of what the gentleman that we just heard was
mentioning. It's never been looked at because traditionally the only person that gets to put a Certificate on is the
Sheriff, everybody else has always had an Affidavit. And we never have looked at the wisdom of switching from an
Affidavit of Mailing to a Certificate of Mailing.
Any other question, comment?
MR. BUCKLIN:
I would move the following resolution:
"RESOLVED, that this Bar Association approves the submission to the Supreme Court of the Proposed
Amendments to the Rules of Civil Procedure."
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Mr. Bucklin moves. Is there a second to that motion?
MR. TIMOTHY Q. DAVIES:
Second.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Is there any further discussion? Hearing no further discussion, all in favor of the motion signify by saying.
"Aye." Those opposed? Hearing none, the motion is carried. The resolution is adopted.
Yesterday, under items of new business we did not receive any new business other than the resolutions that
have been mentioned earlier, the ones that we referred to the Committee on Resolutions. Therefore, I think we will
go right to the Resolutions Committee at this time and ask Mr. Edwards to make a report from that Committee.
MR. BYRON L. EDWARDS:
Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen, first of all, by way of introduction to the matter of the Resolutions
Committee, we feel it is the duty of the Resolutions Committee to review and inspect the resolutions as presented
as to their form, and further review as to whether or not they comply with the Constitution and By-Laws of this
Association.
There was some discussion generated yesterday and last night with reference to the function of this Committee, and also the effect that possibly this Committee would take some type of action either pro or con with
reference to the separate resolutions as presented. We do not feel that it is up to this Committee to act in such a
capacity to. in effect, be passing upon the resolution, but merely tocomment as to its form or comment as to any
part thereof which may be in any way affected by our Constitution and By-Laws. Some of these resolutions may
carry some controversy. And for that reason I wanted to make that point clear, that the Committee can in no way
act on a resolution or any portion thereof. In other words, it was brought out that possibly this Committee could kill
or not submit a resolution. And we feel these resolutions have to be submitted to the Association to be voted upon
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by the Association.
We have taken these resolutions and numbered them because of the amount of them. And our first resolution is
the specialization resolution, which again is about six pages in length. This is the resolution which you all received
inyour registration packet. Because of the length of this, I will not reread the entire resolution to you.
After some discusssion by the Committee, we are submitting the resolution to the body with the further
qualification that there may or may not be somequestion as to the legality of this resolution as it was brought to
the attention of the Committee by several members that this may exist. Therefore, we are submitting it without
any further recommendation and suggest that it be presented to the entire body for discussion and vote at this
time. Mr. President.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
The Specialization Committee Chairman, Mitch Mahoney from Minot, will be making a report on that
proposed resolution at this time. And I would call on Mitch to give us some explanation of it and make the motion
for adoption if that's what he intends.
MR. MITCHELL MAHONEY:
I believe all of you will recall that last year at our Annual Meeting in Dickinson this resolution was presented to
the group, but because apparently they couldn't find a copy at the time of voting it was referred back to Committee for additional study. The Committee has studied it and is again offering the same resolution. This is a
resolution that was prepared by Leonard Bucklin. It's a copy of the California plan that has been in effect there.
The resolution provides that the State Bar Association will appoint a committee of six men who will develop the
fields of specialization for our Bar. The one that we are asking to be established as a pilot progra m is in the field of
trial practice. You will recall that some time ago Chief Justice Burger made the comments that he didn't feel the
lawyers who were appearing in court were properly qualified. And it was his suggestion to all the Bars in the
nation that the proposals for broad and comprehensive specialty certification be set aside until the Bar
Associations have established positive progress in the certification of the one crucial specialty of trial advocacy
that is so basic to a fair system of justice. Those were the words of Chief Justice Burger. As I say, California has
had this plan. It's working there. Ten states have adopted some type of a plan for specialization. And it is being
considered in many others at the present time. The plan is purely voluntary for all lawyers, You can become
certified as a trial specialist. That does not limit your practice to that field. If you don't want to be certified, you
can still go into court and try cases. It's purely voluntary. It has minimal requirements for new lawyers, requiring
them to take tests, to be in practice for five years, and to have a substantial involvement in the field, It has a
Grandfather Clause provision. After the program has been in effect for two years any lawyer who has been practicing for more than ten years and can show substantial involvement in the field can receive this certificate
without going through the formal tests, written and oral. Recertification is required every five years. And recertification just requires substantial involvement again in the field, plus continuing education in the field. It has
safeguards in the plan for the referring attorney. And, as was brought out, you all received a copy of it this year
when you registered. I hope you've read it. I don't think it's necessary to go into any more detail on it. If anybody
has any questions, I'd try and answer them.
MR. BUCKLIN:
There are a couple things I'd like to add. I think it might he added that it's not an exact copy of the California
plan, although it does substantially follow what California has.
The other point that I think I'd like to make is that since we already do have specialization, in fact, and it is
occurring, I think it's about time that we start regulating it and controlling it.
One of the provisions that you didn't mention is the provision that says that if someone is certified as a
specialist and a client is referred to him for a particular job, he he just doesn't go merrily ahead and take in other
business from that referred client. The only way that he can go ahead without losing his certification would be to
(1) write to the original attorney saying, "I'mgoing to do something for this client:" and (2) also write to the client
and say. "You are now asking me to do something of which I am not a specialist and is outside the field of my
specialty." Both those things have to be done. And it's an attempt to start to regulate what, in effect, is already in
our state: that is. some specialization.
I think the comments of the fellow at lunch were well taken when he said that we are having changes. And if we
are not, we are going to be left behind. It was the Prime Minister of England who one time said, "We must either
choose tobe the managers of change or the victims of change." We already are having the change within our state
as a matter of fact and having specialization. If we don't start managing it now. I'm afraid we're going to wind up
the victims of the changes that are occurring.
If this resolution is adopted, it probably will not mean anything is happening for a year or more because it's
still going to take another substantial period of time for the Board to start setting up some of the mechanics. And
it's time we started now rather than putting off until tomorrow what can only be disastrous if it's left too long.
MR. MAHONEY:
At this time on behalf of the Specialization Committee which has studied this and which unanimously
recommends it. I move the adoption of the resolution deleting therefrom Paragraph or Section 13, which is a
duplicate of Section 10.
MR. BUCKLIN:
Second.
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PRESIDENT-ELECT KIRBY:
As I understand it. the resolution calls for theappointment of a committee of six members..Who is to appoint
that committee?
MR.MAHONEY:
State Bar Association. I assume the Executive Committee.
PRESIDENT-ELECT KIRBY:
I wonder if it shouldn't be clarified to indicate who makes that appointment, otherwise we won't have
authority.
MR.MAHONEY:
What did you call it?
PRESIDENT-ELECT KIRBY:
Executive Committee, if that's what you want.
MR. BUCKLIN:
The resolution does say that the State Bar Association shall establish it. But after establishment, the appointmentl of members to the Board shall be by the
President ofthe Slate Bar Associalion.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Okay. Are there any other questions or any other discussion?
MR. DOUGLAS CHRISTENSEN:
My name is Douglas Christensen. I'm from Grand Forks, NorthDakota.
I'm here as a member of the Subcommittee of the Continuing Legal Education Committee. And as part of the
Continuing Legal Education Committee, a subcommittee has been formed consisting of myself, Jerry Jukkala and
Ed Vinje. And we have been assigned the task of developing a Proposed Rule for submission to the Supreme
Court of North Dakota for a commission establishing the creation of a compulsory Continuing Legal Education
program for the State Bar of North Dakota.
During our subcommittee and committee discussions we tossed around specialization quite substantially. We
thought that perhaps specialization was something that was tocome and is here and there is a need for it.
We felt
that specialization perhaps should come after we established the Proposed Rule for compulsory continuing legal
education.
I believe that you are probably aware of the Rule in California which was, in effect, promulgated by the
California State Legislature which requires that all members of the Bar to maintain their certification or their
license as attorneys must maintain a program of continuing legal education. Should they fail to do so, they are
automatically suspended from the practice of law. And they are not relicensed until they complete the educational
requirements.
At the same time that this Rule that you are presenting to our Bar Association was promulgated in California,
the State Legislature passed this compulsory continuing legal education program. Now we want specialization.
The Committee feels we want specialization. We would like to see the specialization program not adopted at this
point and lime until we havecirculaled a Proposed Rule forcompulsory continuing legal education in te Stale of
North Dakota. And once a commission is formed to govern this compulsory legal education program, we would
then like to have thecommission draw specialization into the Bar Associatidn.
As far as the legality of this rule, I think there is some question as to whether or not the State - our State Bar
Association has the power to promulgate this rule. It seems to me that our Supreme Court has final authority over
all rules which govern the conduct of attorneys who practice before it. And I seriously, in my own mind. question
whether or not this Association even has the power at this point to promulgate a rule, create a Board and
ostablish a Board of Specialization. And for that reason I would suggest that this matter be studied a little bit
further.
I invite some debale andcomment on that point. Because I'm sure that a man who says tie's a specialist but
doesn't want to qualify under your rule and hangs a shingle out will have a case in court. For those reasons, I would
like to, on behalf of the Continuing Legal Education Committee, state that the Committee does not -would not like
to see this rule adopted at this point and time, but would rather see the specialization brought in asa vehicle under
compulsory legal education. This is what it'sall
about. This is one step that we we are trying to prevent the layman
from taking over. So, therefore, I would move that the matter be tabled.
MR. HARRIS P. KENNER:
Mr. Chairman. I'll second.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
All in favor of the motion to table signify by saying, "Aye." Opposed? We are going to have to have a count.
Would those in favor of the motion to table raise your hand, please? Would you all help me count?
SECRETARY-TREASURER SCHULZ:
I got 38.
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PRESIDENT WARCUP:
38 for. Those opposed to the motion to table, would you raise your hand?
SECRETARY-TREASURER SCHULZ:
32.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
32 are opposed to the motion. Motion is carried. And the resolution is tabled.
MR. HARRY M. PIPPIN:
I rise to a point of order, Mr. Chairman.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Go ahead and step to the microphone, identify yourself, please.
MR. PIPPIN:
Yes. I will do that. Harry Pippin.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
I know you.
MR. PIPPIN:
It is my understanding - it is my understanding that a motion to table requires a two-thirds vote, Mr.
Chairman. I don't believe you have it.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Mr. Parliamentarian. would you pass on that for me. please?
MR. ROBERT E. DAHL:
I am going to have to lean on Harry Pippin. a known authority on this subject. I'll buy that.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
My parliamentarian having ruled that itrequires a two-thirds vote, then the motion to table failed.
Then we will at this timecall for - unless there is some further discussion - a vote on the resolution itself.
MR. HARRIS P. KENNER:
I appeal the ruling of the parliamentarian.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
I am afraid that's an unappealable order.
The motion, I believe, has been made by Mitch and was seconded by Leonard Bucklin. And the motion is to
adopt the resolution. Is there any further discussion on that motion?
MR. MICHAEL R. McINTEE:
Being a member of that Committee, and having had a couple hours of discussion and input this morning. I'd
like to know if thegroupwhois sponsoring this or that are promoting it has considered seriously the legality of the
matter that Doug Christensen just presented. Because that was a serious matter of consideration this morning.
And I'm wondering if they haveapproached this problem. Perhaps Leonard could answer that.
MR. BUCKLIN:
I suspect what the reference would be, what the gentleman who has mentioned the matter of legality are
referring to, if they had known the authority towhich they are referring, it's probably toone of the Rules of Canons
of Legal Ethics which provides that the matter of advertising by lawyers shall not be gone into. Nobody shall
proclaim himself a specialist except in the fields of patent law and admiralty. But there is an exception in that
Canon of Legal Ethics which was adopted by this Association and then adopted by the State Supreme Court subsequently. The exception in that is for those persons who have been certified "by the authority having jurisdiction
under state law." And itwould appear that theauthority or the person having authority to make certification could.
be either the Court or the State Bar Association under our statutes. However, I seriously doubt that the Court
wants to got into the business ofcertifyingspecialists. And it would, therefore, seem that the proper interpretation
of that phrase is that it's the State Bar who is the authority under our state law who would have the jurisdiction to
determine who amongst the brethren are specialized or should be certified as specialists.
The matter, of course, who practices in the courts, is up to the courts in the final analysis. The Court at some
time could say, "Well, although the State Bar has set up this program, and although the State Bar believes it is
ethical, we as a Court do not believe that the person has engaged in ethical conduct and we believe that the Bar
Association is unethical." And disbar somebody for that reason. But I seriously doubt that that is likely to occur.
On the second point which was raised as to the delay until there be a system of compuliory education. I fail to
see why we should deny the persons who want to engage in voluntary education the chance to do so under a
program until therehas been compulsory education for everyone.
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MR. DAHL:
I think we're discussing a matter of philosophy here. What Leonard referred to was the Rules of Professional
Responsibility. I think we'reall becoming more aware of the requirements of professional responsibility. We know
that what is being discussed here is something that's going to come. Reference has been made to 'the speaker at
this noon's luncheon about the inertia we have relative to change. We must go forward. I don't think the fact that
we adopt this resolution at this time is immediately going to place this commission in operation. But I do think that
we should go forward with the idea of specialty, with the idea of improving the Bar. This is our primary responsibility. I know that there's a concern in the minds of many of us relative to the possibility that we're going to lose
clients, we're not going to be able to specialize in anything particular because we may not have that opportunity.
But. at the same time, this is one timewhen weshould examine theentire Bar and the responsibility the Bar has to
the people. And I would, despite the fact that I'm a member of the Continuing Legal Education Committee. I would
certainly urge you to goforward on this particular matter.
MR. WILLIAM ZUGER:
My observation is that at this point and time the Bar Association large and general could do a great deal to
improve their image with the public. I think a lot of the problems that lawyers have had with the public has been
that clients have come in to lawyers not knowing who does what and who does what well and have been very
disappointed by the results which they have received. And I think it reflects badly on the entire Bar. If
specialization was to come into being as an entity which would allow attorneys to advertise as specialists in certain
areas. I think it would cut down on a lot of the badexperiences which the public currently does ha ve with attorneys.
MR. BYRON L. EDWARDS:
This morning when the committee was considering the resolution, and not in the light of either for or against
the resolution, but we did happen to go through the sections. And close to the end. Section 12 relating to financing.
posed some questions to the committee which I feel that we should bring before you. Quoting from Section12. it
states:
"The Board shall charge each applicant for certification a fee for the application. Further fees shall be
charged on the granting of a certificate, and upon a recertification. Such fees shall be in such amount as may be
necessary to defray the entire expenses of adminisfering the certification prgram for the specialty involved."
And in our discussion we wondered just how vast this was going to be. If this started out in the area of trial
specialization, and, for example, if you only had four applicants during the first year, are these four individuals
going to have to defray the entire cost of this program for the year, and what are we talking about? This conceivably could be in an amount of approximately a thousand dollars per applicant. I wonder if the Committee has
an explanation on that.
MR. MAHONEY:
All we can do is rely on what California does. And they set up this program, so they had a lot more expense
than we will. We are kind of using them as the guide. We'll, I assume, take a lot of their standards. So the expense I
don't think will amount to too much. We'll have members of this Bar who will be on this commission and will set up
the standards. In California it costs you $100 now to apply and $100 to be certified. It's a total expense of $200. And
it's self-sustaining in California.
MR. HARRIS P. KENNER:
I certainly am in favor of specialization generally, and I'm also in favor of educational improvement of the
entire Bar. But I don't think that we can equate the North Dakota lawyer to the situations in California because of
the vast differences in population. And certainly someone in California is going to have a great deal more difficulty
determing what type of lawyer he should see.
But now if this specialization thing can be carried to no end, you know, you start with trial practice.
bankruptcy and so on, you probably don't need very many lawyers in the state for some of these specializations.
It's my understanding further that even the American Bar Association has suggested that maybe we should go a
little slow on some of this specialization business. And I think that Mr. Christensen's request or the request of the
Continuting Legal education Committee is perhaps a good one. Maybe we should be requiring some educational
effort on the part-of every member of the Barand then move into the specialization area. It was with that idea that
I did second Mr. Christensen's motion.
MR. MAHONEY:
In regard to that. Harris. it is correct that the ABA has asked the various states to go slow on the
specialization. But they have asked the states, as Chief Justice Burger did, to develop one pilot program, and
that's in the field of trial practice. And before you can get in -and before we can go into the rest of these areas of
specialization, see how this works. So we arefollowing, I think, the recommendations of the ABA.
MR. PAUL G. KLOSTER:
I would like only to say that it's my understanding from the Continuing Legal Education Committee. of which I
am a member, that we did not oppose the adoption of this proposed rule relating to specialization. But our feeling
was that compulsory legal education is a coming thing and is something that we definitely will want to recommend
to this Association when we have it in sufficient form to do so. And we did feel that specialization and continuing
legal education should be something considered hand in hand. But we did not, tomy knowledge, take a stand that
we should oppose specialization. And I thought that that should be made clear. Now perhaps the subcommittee of
which I am not a member did go on record to oppose the motion. But our entire committee, to my recollection, did
not.
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MR. ROBERT E. ALPHSON:
I think as a Bar group we should concentrate on specialization, but we should do it on a voluntary assigned
basis. The Rules now provide that a lawyer should not participate in any practice in which he is not skilled at or
trained or can properly offer the proper advice. But what you're going to possibly do, there is no experience here.
you're going to have this specialization concentrating in the larger areas because to be certified or to be qualified
to be certified will depend upon somewhat your number of trials you participate in and the practice that you have.
And there is a danger that in the cities these lawyers would have more practice, be more qualified. And there's a
tendency you might get the drifling of the practice from the small towis to the larger cities. And so I thinkwe
should see what some of the experiences are. Of course the medicll profession went into-the certiication. They.
with it, got into the field of malpractice. A lawyer who under the Rules is entitled to practice in all fields may be
considered negligent for attempting to handle a case in a certain field of specialty where the specialist exists 40
miles away in a larger city. So I think it wouldn't hurt this Association to develop an education plan where all can
participate. But to try to designate a few parties which will send the business to the metropolitan area would be
dangerous for the lawyer in North Dakota. We're not that large.
MR. BUCKLIN:
My comment is, good heavens, what do you think is happening now? This is the attempt to get it back to the
lawyer, first, by putting some regulations on what is occurring now. And, secondly, certainly if I were practicing in
real estate and probate I would be jumping up and down, "I want to be certified, have a specialty of probate and
real estate." And not see what is occurring now where thepeople from the small towns are driving into larger
cities and going to the largest firms simply because they think there they'll find the specialist in probate and real
estate and not be licensed out there in the very place they came from, the specialist in income tax or whatever is
located.
The fact of the matter is that we already have specialization going on. And it's time that we started regulating
it.
MR. MAHONEY:
Just one other comment. The gentleman used the word "voluntary." It should be voluntary. Again. I want to
emphasize that this is completely voluntary. You don't need a certificate to go before the courts. And a specialist
can still practice in other fields.
MR. FREDERICK E. SAEFKE, JR.:
Question.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
I hear the question being called for. All infavor of adopting the resolution for specializa tion indicate by saying,
"Aye." Those opposed? Would those in favor please raise you hand and we'll count the hands again. Those in favor
of adopting the resolution for specialization raise their hands at this point.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Will those opposed to the adoption of the resolution raise theirhands atthis point?
The vote is 38 in favor, 43 opposed according to my dutiful tellers. And the motion fails. The resolution is not
adopted.
Gentlemen, we will goaheadat this time and proceed with the next resolution and call Mr. Edwards to report on
that one.
MR. BYRON L. EDWARDS:
This is Resolution No. 2which was introduced yesterday. This is relatively short. This is:
"RESOLVED, That Article VIII, Section 4 of the By-Laws of the State Bar Association of North Dakota.
dealing with the Committeeon Judicial Selection, be rescindedand the following adopted in place thereof:
'Section 4. Judicial Selection and Tenure: It shall be the duty of this Committee to conduct, in the manner
prescribed by the Executive Committee, plebiscites of members of the Association with the object of selecting
qualified members of the Association for recommendation to the Governor of this state so as to assist the Governor
in filling vacancies in the judiciary in State Courts. The Committee shall also conduct continuing studies looking
toward judicial improvement, procedures for discipline of the judiciary, and methods of selection of judges."'
The Committee finds the resolution to be in proper form, and the Resolution Committee recommends its
passage.
PRESIDENT-ELECT KIRBY:
I move the adoption of the resolution.
MR. DWIGHT C. H. KAUTZMANN:
Second.
PRESIDENT-ELECT KIRBY:
Ladies and Gentlemen, this resolution if adopted would amend one of the articles of the By-Laws, particularly
Section 4.This had previously just covered Judicial selection. It has been revised so thatwe could indude what has
previously been dlsignated as an unofficial or nonstanding committee for Judicial improvement. And it now
covers also procedures for discipline in the judiciary and methods of selection of judges, as well as continuing
studies in all of those fields. It's an effort to eliminate some of the 32, I think it is, committees that we presently
have.
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PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Is there any further discussion on the motion to adopt the resolution? No further discussion, all those in favor
of adopting the resolution amending the By-Laws signify by saying, "Aye." Those opposed? Hearing none, the
motion is carried. The resolution is adopted.
MR. BYRON L. EDWARDS:
The next resolution has been numbered as No. 3. This was the resolution introduced by the Burleigh County
Bar Association by Mr. Fred Saefke. its President. This is the resolution dealing with the matler of prohibiling the
use of names of persons deceased or who have disassociated themselves from the praclice or from a firm, and. in
effect, that the name be removed within one yearafter such death or disassocia lion.
In connection therewith, the Committee did look to the Code of Professional Responsibility and Canons of
Judicial Ethics, and with reference to Canon No. 2, Paragraph EC2-lI, this is quite lenghthy, -but in summary it
does state that the name may be retained. However, they state "if the public is not misled thereby."
Further on Canon 212specifically states that the lawyer occupying a Judicial, Legislative or public executive
or administrative position who has removed himself from the practice, tha t his name definitely shall be deleted.
And No. 213 furtherstates in order to avoid the possibility of misleading persons with whom he deals, a lawyer
should be scrupulous in the representation of his professional status. He should not hold himself out as being a
partner or associate of a firm if he is not one, in fact, and thus should not hold himself out as a partner or associate
if he only shares office space with another lawyer.
The resolution as presented the Committee feels is more restrictive than the Canons. The Committee has
passed the resolution as to form. And, as I stated, we feel it's covered in the Cede of Responsibility. And the
Committee has no further recommendation.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Mr. Fred Saefke, I would call upon you as President of the Burleigh County Bar to comment further on this
resolution and make the necessary motion.
MR. FREDERICK E. SAEFKE, JR.:
I move the adoption of this resolution.
MR. HAROLD W. E. ANDERSON:
I second the motion.
MR. SAEFKE:
I think it pretty well speaks for itself. We advocate the personal relationship between lawyer and client. We're
continually talking about truth and justice, as it were. And we spend a lot of money in this Bar Association, as our
Executive Director reported yesterday in his trips throughout the state, and in the publications that this Bar
Association distributes to the offices of lawyers throughout the 'tate dealing with the personal relationship of the
lawyer and his client. And I think that if we're going to talk about these things all the time, that we should practice
them. We hear about things like this behind thedoor, we hear it talked a bout in bars, we hear them talked about in
hallways. There is an undercurrent of dissatisfaction among many members of the Bar when a person passes
away and the law firm continues with the decedent's name for a number of years. There are also incidents in which
a person is no longer directly associated in the practice of law and his name continues as part of the firm name.
The Canons do state that "if the public is not misled." Well, who is to know whether or not the public is misled
unless we can go out and take a vote of the public? I think we have to look at these things ourselves. I think we're
required to maintaina high sense of responsibilityamongst ourselves. And that if we're going to talk about what is
good for our practice, then I think we should dowhat is good for our practice.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Is there any further discussion on this motion?
MR. SAEFKE:
Mr. Chairman, Mr. President, with no further discussion coming forth, I would ask that we have asecret ballot
on this resolution.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Mr. Parliamentarian?
MR. ROBERT E. DAHL:
I presume on a request of any member on the floor you can have a secret ballot. But I don't think it's
necessary.
I would like to, before you close discussion, I would like to comment on this. I'm affected by the motion. We
have two firms in Grafton, both incorporated, who have deceased members: in our case my father's name is still
on the firm Dahl. Dahl &Greenagel, DePuy, Fair & O'Connor. Bob Fair has been dead for fifteen years, my father
for about eight. The only problem I have is when somebody comes into the office and they see me. they say, "I'd
like to see your son." I don't have a son practicing. Up in Grafton wedon't have the problem. People come in to see
the living members, believe me.
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PRESIDENT WARCUP:
I understand that as Parliamentarian your ruling was that upon the request of a secret ballot we must have
one?
MR. DAHL:
That's what I would think.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
. There are some tablets on the tables. I wouldappreciate it if you would vote on those tablets. And we will ask
Paul Woutat and Tom Zimney to pick up those ballots. The resolution is, I think if you remember the sense of it, to
require that people take the names off the firm name of they are now deceased or no longer associated. If you are
in favor of that resolution vote "Yes," if not, vote "No."
While Norlyn is counting these, I will go on to the next resolution, ask Byron to present the next one.
MR.BYRON L. EDWARDS:
The next resolution was the one presented by the Williams County Bar with reference to estate tax returns.
and which resolved that the State Executive Committee work for legislation to raise the North Dakota Estate Tax
exemption to $60,000 to coincidewith the Federal Estate Tax exemption.
In addition thereto, the Committee also submitted a resolution yesterday morning just at the close of the
session, and which essentially is the same. However, in this resolution they are urging that this be raised to
$100,000. And I suppose I'd better read the second one, it hasn't been read.
"WHEREAS, presentlyexisting estate tax exemptions have been rendered obsolete by increasing land values
within our State: and
"WHEREAS, the great number of small estate tax returns now required has resulted in an ever-increasing
delay in the approval of estate tax returns by the State Tax Commissioner's office: and
"WHEREAS, estate tax revenues from smaller estates are comparatively insignificant in the production of
revenue: and
"WHEREAS, substantial tax relief can be given the North Dakota Agricultural industry, and thetime period
for probating estates be shortened, if estate tax returns are not required to be filed, nor an estate tax imposed.
with regard to estates under $100,000 in value:
"NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the State Bar Association of North Dakota, that its Executive
Committee study, develop and recommend for passage to the next Legislative Assembly, legislation which will
establish a $100,000 basic exemption from estate taxation, institute a one-half marital deduction plan similar to the
federal estate tax laws, and eliminate the present $25,000 insurance exemption:
"BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Executive Committee work with the Tax Commissioner's office to
develop a short form informational report usable to secure estate tax lien waiver of exempt estates."
These two the Committee considered together. And the recommendation of the Committee iAthat both of these
be submitted to the Legislative Committee for its consideration and possible presentation to the next Legislative
Assembly.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
As long as the Williams County Bar one is on top, is there a representative of the Williams County Bar to speak
to this or to make the necessary motion? Here comes one.
MR. DEAN WINKJER:
Ladies and Gentlemen, the Williams County Bar Association did take a positive position insofar as this is
concerned. I don't have a copy of the resolution of the Williams County Bar Association. It was my understanding
that the Williams County resolution was to federalize the North Dakota inheritance tax or to repeal it. And, personally, I favor the repeal of i t completely, unequivocally.
The problem that we are getting, and the problem that we are going to have, is with this kook up in northwestern North Dakota there that's running around talking about this county probate bill, you know, the County
Probate Council: wesolveall problems in government by creating more offices and more adminstration and more
salaries and more taxes. And I think that the way to eliminate this kooky idea is to eliminate inheritance taxes in
North Dakota. And to encourage people who are living in North Dakota to, when they've accumulated their wealth,
not to move down to Arizona where they have no inheritance taxes and bring their estates down there.
Now with just a $60,000exemptionor a $100,000 exemption the problem is going to be that on a $3600lot in Pisek
that is in joint tenancy you're still going to have togo through the whole process of getting clearance from the State
Tax Commissioner. Because five years from now when you read that abstract you have no way of knowing what
the value of that lot was at the time of John's death.
So basically the position of the Williams County Bar was either to federalize it or to repeal it entirely. And I
offer a substitute motion to that, which was presented here, that this Association stand for the complete repeal of
North Dakota inheritance taxes. Thank you.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Mr. Winkier, before you leave the microphone, did you make a motion to adopt this resolution or not, I don'(
recall.
MR. WINKJER:
Okay. I will move that the resolution be adopted. It's an easy cop out to put it over to theLegislative Con-
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mittee. And I don't think that's effective. But what I do want to impress on this Association, and I made some
statements about this during the last Bar Convention, is that having served in the Legislature, the bulk of the
people at least that were in the House of Representatives thought that all lawyers were crooks and were probably
prepared to prove it. And I think that we've got to get real busy to improve our image insofar as legislation is
concerned. And I think we can improve our image by talking about the complete repeal of North Dakota
inheritance taxes. And I think that in that process we will take and eliminate this bureaucracy bungling that's
being proposed to create another bureaucracy to handle probates for the very, very wealthy at a mini mum of $30
or $20or, you know, whatever the imagination is at that time. It would surprise you to look at the roll call vote on
that county probate bill and tosee otherwiseconservative Legislators voting to create another bureaucracy. And I
think that this is serious business. I think that it isserious not only for the lawyers on this, this is not an attempt to
protect the profession. My interest in the defeating of this thought is not to protect the profession, it's to protect the
state and the people of the state from creating more of these bungling bureaucracies.
So I will move for the adoption of this resolution even though I believe that it is a cop out. But I implore you
members here to be working for the complete repeal of North Dakota inheritance taxes.
MR. W. L. ECKES:
I second that.
MR. KENNER:
Now as I understand it from the Committee there are two motions that came out: one from the Williams
County Bar which was not very good because the exemption was limited to $60,000. the other motion on
this same subject came form the Estate Tax Committee of the Section on Real Property and Probate and that
motion embodies a $100,000 estate exemption plus the one-half marital deduction basically.
I move as a substitute motion that this Association adopt the resolution that was submitted by the Estate Tax
Subcommit tee of ItheProbate and Real Properly Section of this Bar Association.
MR. JOHN C. McCLINTOCK:
In order to move things along, I will second the motion of Mr. Kenner.
MR. WINKJER:
Mr. Chairman, on reading the Williams County resolution I think that it was changed a little bit in transfer or
during transportation. That calls for a $60,000 exemption. The Probate and Real Estate say $100,000 exemption.
And even though I made the motion insofar as the Williams County resolution. I am going tosupport the one calling
for the $100,000 exemption. It isstill a cop out.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
All in favor of tte substitute motion signify by saying, "Aye." Those opposed? Substitute motion carried.
The second resolution here, No. 4-B is adopted.
MR. BYRON L. EDWARDS:
Resolution No. 5:
"Resolved that : The NorthDakota Bar Association proceed to establish one or two pilot projects of prepaid
legal services in cooperation with one or more consumer groups such as a labor union or credit union on the open
panel plan."
This is the entire text of the resolution that was submitted to the Committee. The Committee in considering
this finds that the resolution is not in adequate form, in that it is not in sufficient detail to allow the Association to
properly evaluate the program. There was somediscussion yesterday with reference to appropriation of funds in
connection with this resolution. And there has been no budget provision for this. It is the recommendation of this
Committee that the group submitting the resolution, I believe this was submitted by Mike Nilles, resubmit a new
resolution to the Executive Committee in sufficient detail that the matter can be properly considered by the
Association.
MR. LAWRENCE A. LeCLERC:
Mike Niles copped out on us. He drew the resolution and just left. I will have to say that I agree with Mr.
Edwards' analysis of it. That resolution was drawn very hastily. We, as a Committee, do wholeheartedly endorse
this type of thing. And I am going to move its adoption simply to get it on the floor so that we can get some expression of the interest of the groupas to this proposition.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Is there a second to that motion?
MR. C. NICHOLAS VOGEL:
I second it.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Is there any dicussion on this resolution? I believe we had a presentation yesterday from Mr. Farnsworth. Mr.
LeClere also made apresentation, and Mike Nilles made a presentation.
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MR. LeCLERC:
This Committee was composed of three persons. Presumably it will be proposed by three persons next year.
We feel that we're running extremelyshorl of time in gelling into this area. And I'm sure thathe Committee next
year is goingtowant ioknowwhal thefeelingsare of the lawyers in this statewith regard to thissubjecl, Because
it's a fast noving, mushrooming field. We are going tobe in it whether we want to or not. And we feel that the
quicker tile Bar Association gets active in Ihis
field, the more likely that lawyers individually will have some input
intoit.
It was not our idea that this would commit the Bar Association to any expenditure of funds whatsoever. We did
not want to commit - have the Association commit the Executive Committee, the Executive Board to spending
any funds. All we wanted to do was get it before theExecutive Board with enough discretion so that if they think
it's a good idea, ifa goodenough case canbemade for this, then they can spend the funds if they can find them.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
The resolution has been read. Is there any question on it at this point? All in favor of the resolution signify by
saying, "Aye." Those opposed? Resolution carries.
I should announce that the resolution that Mr. Saefke introduced a while ago, the secret results of the secret
ballot were 46 "Yes," 39 "No."
Mr. Edwards will present the next resolution.
MR. BYRON L. EDWARDS:
Resolution No. 6:
"WHEREAS, the Cass County Bar Association has hosted the Seventy-Fourth Annual Meeting of the State Bar
Association of North Dakota, and
"WHEREAS, the hospitality, preparation, accommodations and social functions of this Annual Meeting are of
such a superb nature,
"NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the State Bar Association of North Dakota extends its sincere
and deep appreciation to the Cass County Bar Association for making this great Annual Meeting such a success."
And the Resolution Committee moves the adtption of this resolution.
MR.GARY W, LAWRENCE:
Second.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Is there any discussion on that motion? Hearing none, call for the question, all in favor say, "Aye." Opposed?
The motion is carried.
In case Ididn't declare it adopted, Iwill dosoat this time.
The Burleigh County resolution by Mr. Saefke was adopted,
We now proceed, I think, having completed all the resolutions, to the election of officers. I at this
time would
like to appoint three tellers to act - three persons to act as tellers to count any votes in any contested elections. I
would ask again that Paul Woutat. Tom Zimney and John Gordon, as longas you're sitting close, will act as tellers.
A secret ballot system will be used in all instances where there are two or more candidates fora particular
office. I will also ask as further ground rules that all nomination speeches be limited to three minutes, and
seconding speeches no longer than two minutes.
The election will beconducted in the following order : The ABA Delegate, the Secretary-Treasurer and finally
the President-Elect.
We would entertain at this time motions or nominating speeches for ABA Delegates.
MR. PIPPIN:
Gentlemen. I am privileged to place in nomination for ABA Delegate the name of Bob Dahl from Grafton. I
have known Bob for nearly thirty years, which says quite a bit about the manner in which we can see adversity. I
workeo with him in the Army. I worked with him on the Executive Committee of the Bar Association.
As you know, he is a past President of our Association. He served as a member of the ABA Committee on
Professional Grievances forfive years. He is Vice-Chairman if the General Practice Sect ion, Special Committee
on Assistance of Sole Practitioners and Small Firms,
He is a man, in my judgment, of ability and integrity. And I think he would serve this Association with
distinction as your ABA Delegate. Iurge your support of his candidacy.
MR. LOWELL W. LUNDBERG:
I rise here for occasion of seconding the nomination of Bob Dahl to this post.
I think that there is probably
not a man in this room who has demonstrated more consistently over the years his total commitment to the affairs
of this Association and to the betterment of the legal practice for the ultimate good of the public. And I join Harry
Pippin with great pride in seconding Bob's nomination. I feel confident that he'll work with credit and distinction if
elected. Thank you.
MR. MOENCH:
I would like to nominate R. J. Bloedau of Mott, North Dakota, for the position of North Dakota Association
member to the House of Delegates for the American Bar Association.
Mr. Bloedau is a life-long resident of North Dakota. He graduated from UND Law School in 1932. and he's
practiced in Mott, North Dakota, ever since, with the exception of three years which he served in the service
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during that time during World War II. He's been State's Attorney in Hettinger County, or he was previously, for
nineteen years. He served on various committees in the State Bar Association. He's served as President of the
Sixth Judicial District Bar association. He served on the Executive Committee, and he served as President of the
Nor thDakola Slate Bar Associa lion during the year 1963-64.
Mr. Bioedau has been unanimously endorsed by the Sixth Judicial District Bar Association as well as several
other Bar Associations in the state of North Dakota. And at this time I'd like to nominate him as our delega le.
MR. ROBERT CHESROWN:
I rise to second the nomination of R. J. Bloedau. I have know Mr. Bloedau for forty years. God help me. Too
bad, but that's the way'it is. And I cansay honestly toall you delegates that Mr. Bloedau has been a great member
of this organization. He has been its President, hehas worked hard at it. And I would urge all of you to support him
for this office. Thank you.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Are there any further nominations for ABA Delegate? Seeing no further nominations at this point, I guess we
are in order for balloting.
I suppose I should have a motion, or I would entertain a motion, from the floor at this time to close
nominations.
MR.DALE W. MOENCH:
So move.
MR. JOHN C. McCLINTOCK:
Second.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
All in favor indicate by saying, "Aye." Opposed? Motion carried.
While we are counting, I think we will proceed with the election or nominations for the office of SecretaryTreasurer for the State Bar Association.
MR. CHRISTENSEN:
At this time I'd like to place in nomination the name of Dwight C. H. Kautzmann. In nominating Mr. Kautzmann for Secretary-Treasurerof the State Bar Association, Mr. Kautzmann was recently elected the President of
the Young Lawyers Section of the North Dakota State Bar Association. It has been a traditional function of the
President of the Young Lawyers Section to serve as Secretary-Treasurer during his term of office. Therefore, in
carrying on this tradition, I nominate Dwight C. H. Kautzmann. Thank you.
MR. WILLIAM ZUGER:
I would like to second the nomination of Dewey Kautzmann for Secretary-Treasurer. He is well]ualified for
the job. I think that the Bar Association deserves the energy and conscientiousness which he would bring to the
office. And I believe that hedeserves the honor which the office would bring to him.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Are there any further nominations for the office of Secretary-Treasurer? Hearing no further nominations, I
would entertain a motion here.
MR. LECLERC:
I move that nominations cease, and that the Secretary be instructed to cast a unanimous ballot for Dwight C.
H. Kautzmann for the office of Secretary-Treasurer.
MR. FREDERICK E. SAEFKE, JR.:
Second.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
All in favor say, "Aye."Those opposed? I will cast a unanimous ballot in favor of Dwight C. H. Kautzmann as
Secretary-Treasurer of the Association for the year 1974-75.
Results of the ABA Delegate election: Mr. Dahl 43,Mr. Bloedau 37. Mr. Dahl is the ABA Delegate.
I would now entertain nominations for theoffice of President-Elect of the Association for the coming year.
MR. DANIEL R. TWICHELL:
I'd like to place in nomination the name of Armond Erickson for President-Elect of our Association.
For those of you who may not know Armond, he's originally from the McVille area. He graduated from the
University of North Dakota Law School in 1958.He served one year as law clerk for Judge Vogel. And since that
time he has been in the practice of law in the City of Fargo. He's with the firm now known as Tenneson, Serkland,
Lundberg & Erickson.
During this time he's been very active in church and civic matters, but he's also been very active in matters
of the Bar. And, if I may, I would like to cite just a few. He's served on the Bar Association Legal Economics
Committee, he has served on the Public Relations Committee, he's presently on the Law School Committee, he's
presently on the Disciplinary Procedures Enforcement Committee, he's a past President of the Cass County Bar
Association, he's the past President of the Law School Alumni Association, and he's a past President of the First
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Judicial District. As such, heserved his two years on the Executive Corn mittee.
I think it's obvious that he has given us agreat deal of service to this state, and that he is very qualified for the
position for which he is nominated. And that we believe that he will do an excellent job. And those of us that know
him and work with him, andagainst him, in the practice of law, in the everyday practice of law, I should say, know
him to be a good lawyer, a hard-working lawyer, and, above all, a man of honor and a friend and a gentlemen.
Thank you.
MR. ROBERT E. DAHL:
Mr. President. just a few words. The basis for anybody's recommendation of a man who is going to head this
great Association is his dedication to the Association. I think you already heard the list of activities that Armond
Erickson has participated in. It speaks for itself. lam happy to second his nomination.
MR. ROBERT ALPHSON:
I am here to present in nomination the name of Byron Edwards.
Byron is a Grand Forks attorney. He's presently serving the Executive Committee. He's also presently
President of the Grand Forks County Bar Association. He is associated in the firr of O'Grady, Edwards, Anderson
& Lawrence since 1951. He is an experienced trial attorney. He's served this Association more particularly in the
field in which the Association has had concern, that of no fault, a statewide county system of Probate Council,
pending legislation in Washington in which thebankruptcy proceedings are being turned over to bureaus.
Byron has a real concern for the best interests and the welfare of the individual lawyer in North Dakota. He is
alert to these needs. He works at them. And I personally saw his efficient and capable representation in the North
Dakota Legislature in thosefields in which thelawyer is interested in his everyday work life.
He alwats lends assistance to the young lawyer. His office is always open for counsel to young lawyers. He's
been a real asset to the legal profession, and he will serve the best interests of this North Dakota Bar Association in
all aspects that are of vital concern to lawyers today. I place in nomination the name of Byron Edwards.
MR. HARRY M. PIPPIN:
I am exceptionally pleased to second the nomination of Byron Edwards. As has been alluded to earlier, the
qualifications I think which is most significant indetermining who will be the leader of this truly great Association
isa man really dedicated to the best interests of the Association. Now one example, last year in the Legislature
Byron Edwards came to Bismarck, his own time, his own money, and he worked with us effectively, efficiently.
and I think earned the respect of everyone that was down there last year trying to do as well as they could for our
Association. He's a good lawyer, he's a greatguy, I hope you will vote for him,
MR. JOHN C. MCCLINTOCK:
I wish to emphatically support Byron, the nomination of Byron Edwards, for this office. I have worked with
Byron now for the past year and a half, approximately, in the Executive Committee. From that experience I know
Byron is extremely dedicated to the welfare of the people of North Dakota, as well as the Bar Association itself.
Byron's a distinguished-looking gentleman, he's had a distinguished career. And I'm very proud to have known
him for the many years I have. I would like to add one more vote. I consider myself one of the young lawyers that
Byron has helped over the years. Thank you.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
At this point are there any other nominations for the office of President-Elect? Seeing none, I would entertain a
motion that nominations cease.
MR. KENT HIGGINS:
Mr. Chairman, I so move.
MR.GARY W. LAWRENCE:
Second it.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Whodid it? I shouldn't ask that, should I? All in favor of the motion that nominations close say, "Aye." Those
opposed? Motion is carried.
The tellers will pass amongyou to pick upyour ballots.
While the tellers are counting the ballots, is there anything else that anyone wishes to bring before this
Association?
MR. ROBERT E. DAHL:
Mr. President, I am going to ask to make a motion which I think has a great deal of worth. It has been
suggested, and I will so move, that the Executive Committee authorize the purchase of a copy of Roberts Rules of
Order which will be referred to the Executive Director with directions that he memorize it.
We all understand that the laymen figure they know more about the law than we do anyway. And I think it
would just be proper for the Executive Director to know more about Roberts Rules of Order than we do.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
He may already know more than we do, but he wasn't appointed Parliamentarian.
While they are counting the ballots, I would like to take this opportunity to thank all of you people for coming.
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The attendance at these business meetings has been great. I guess the enthusiasm, you might call it, generated has
been very interesting.
MR. JERRY 0. BRANTNER:
Mr. President, on behalf of the Cass County Bar Association I appreciate the resolution that was passed. I
would like the record to show my personal appreciation on behalf of the Executive Board of the Cass County Bar
Association to Dave Bossart for his great job. Dave is one of those individuals when you give him ajob to do he does
it. You never have to ask him a question. He takescare of all details. And I think this Association owes a great deal
to Dave for the way he's handled the convention.
MR. DAVID R. BOSSART:
Thank you very much, Jerry. We have acommittee. They get the credit.
I would like to thank a little more prolifically Mr. Jim Hovland, the guy who handled the registration completely. He not only handled that very well, he's in charge of all the money. So if it doesn't come out right you've got
to talk to Jim Hovland. But I do want to thankhim because he's been up to his ears in it for a long time.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
Results are back. Our new President-Elect is Armond Erickson.
MR. ARMOND G. ERICKSON:
I do sincerely thank you for your trust and confidence. I would like to say a word of thanks to Dan Twichell and
Bob Dahl for those kind words. And truly Bobdeserves a kind word after this afternoon.
It's very easy for me to accept the honor that goes with this of fice. My hope and prayer right now is that I fully
appreciate and acknowledge the duties and responsibilities that go with the office. And that I be given the strength
and the ability to continue the fine work of this Association. Thank you very much.
PRESIDENT WARCUP:
That, Gentlemen, concludes our business meetings.
(Whereupon, the General Assembly was recessed at 4:37 p. m.)

INTENTIONAL BLANK

INTENTIONAL BLANK

INTENTIONAL BLANK

INTENTIONAL BLANK

